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SUPREME COURT MINUTES 

TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 30, 2004 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

 
 
 S120917 SHAKIR (JAMAL) ON H.C. 
 Petition ordered withdrawn 
 
  pursuant to written request of petitioner. 
 
 
 S127685 RODRIGUEZ v. S.C. (NASSIF) 
 B177204 Second Appellate District, Petition ordered withdrawn 
 Division Two 
  pursuant to written request of petitioner. 
 
 
 S128496 SMITH (MARK) ON H.C. 
 B175997 Second Appellate District, Time extended to grant or deny review 
 Division One 
  to January 12, 2005. 
 
 
 S073823 PEOPLE v. BUENROSTRO (DORA) 
 Extension of time granted 
 
  to January 28, 2005 to file appellant’s opening 

brief. 
 
 
 S122816 PEOPLE v. HUDSON 
 B162812 Second Appellate District, Extension of time granted 
 Division Three 
  to December 22, 2004 for appellant to file the 

reply brief on the merits. 
 
 
 S125171 LYLE v. WARNER BROTHERS TELEVISION  
 B160528 Second Appellate District, PRODUCTIONS 
 Division Seven Extension of time granted 
 
  Respondents time to serve and file the reply 

brief on the merits is extended to and including 
January 7, 2005. 

 



 
 
SAN FRANCISCO NOVEMBER 30, 2004 1888 
 
 

  

 S127344 PEOPLE v. CAGE 
 E034242 Fourth Appellate District, Extension of time granted 
 Division Two 
  to December 20, 2004 for appellant to file the 

opening brief on the merits. 
 
 
 S082299 SAKARIAS (PETER) ON H.C. 
 S102401 WAIDLA (TAUNO) ON H.C. 
 Order filed 
 
  The request of respondent for permission to be 

represented by two counsel at oral argument is 
granted. 

 
 
 S113201 HONEYWELL v. W.C.A.B. (WAGNER) 
 B156438 Second Appellate District, Orders filed (2) 
 Division Three 
 (1) The request of counsel for respondent and real 

party in interest to allow two counsel to argue 
on behalf of respondent and real party in interest 
at oral argument is hereby granted. 

 
 (2) The request of respondent and real party in 

interest to allocate to Vincent Bausano 15 
minutes and Florette Turchin 15 minutes of 
respondent’s and real party in interest’s 30-
minute allotted time for oral argument is 
granted. 

 
 
 S113275 CAMPBELL v. U.C. REGENTS 
 A097560 First Appellate District, Orders filed (2) 
 Division One 
 (1) The request of counsel for appellant to allow 

two counsel to argue on behalf of appellant at 
oral argument is hereby granted. 

 
 (2) The request of appellant to allocate to Stephan 

Mandell 15 minutes and Leo Donahue 15 
minutes of appellant's 30-minute allotted time 
for oral argument is granted. 
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Admin. Order 2004-11-1 
 

CODE OF JUDICIAL ETHICS 
 
 
The court having considered proposed amendments to the Code of Judicial Ethics 
and additions to its commentary, as recommended and presented by the Supreme 
Court Advisory Committee, and the public responses thereto received following 
circulation of the proposed material for comment, hereby: 
 
 1) adopts canon 6H; 
 2) amends canon 6B; 
 3) repeals canon 6G, effective June 1, 2005; 
 4) amends canon 6A; 
 5) adds definitions to the “Terminology” section of the Code; 
 6) adopts canon 3E(5)(h); 
 7) renumbers Canon 3E(3); 
 8) places additional language in the Commentary to canons 6H, 6G, and 4G  
 at the request of the Advisory Committee. 
 
All changes to the Code are effective January 1, 2005, unless otherwise indicated. 
The text of the changes to the Code and the Commentary is attached hereto (seven 
pages). 
 
 
 
      ____________GEORGE____________ 
                    Chief Justice 
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1) Canon 6H of the California Code of Judicial Ethics is adopted effective 
January 1, 2005, to read: 

 
 
  H.  Judges on Leave Running for Other Public Office 
 
 A judge who is on leave while running for other public office 

pursuant to article VI, section 17 of the California Constitution shall 
comply with all provisions of this Code, except for the following, 
insofar as the conduct relates to the campaign for public office for 
which the judge is on leave: 

 
2B(2)—Lending the prestige of judicial office to advance the 

judge’s personal interest 
 

2B(4)—Using the judicial title in written communications 
intended to advance the judge’s personal interest 

 
4C(1)—Appearing at public hearings 

 
5—Engaging in political activity (including soliciting and 

accepting campaign contributions for the other public office) 
 

 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE COMMENTARY: 
These exceptions are applicable only during the time the 
judge is on leave while running for other public office.  All of 
the provisions of this Code will become applicable at the time 
a judge resumes his or her position as a judge. 

 
Conduct during elections for judicial office is governed by 

Canon 5 
 
 

2) Canon 6B of the California Code of Judicial Ethics is amended effective 
January 1, 2005, to read: 
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B.  Retired Judge Serving in the Assigned Judges Program 
 

A retired judge who has filed an application to serve on assignment, 
meets the eligibility requirements set by the Chief Justice for service, 
and has received an acknowledgment of participation in the assigned 
judges program shall comply with all provisions of this Code, except 
for the following: 

 
   4C(2)  Appointment to governmental positions 

4D(2)  Participation in business entities and managing  
investments 

4(E)  Fiduciary activities 
 
 

3) Canon 6G of the California Code of Judicial Ethics is repealed, effective 
June 1, 2005. 

 
G.  Interim Rule Concerning Subordinate Judicial Officers 

[Repealed] 
 

Notwithstanding Canons 6A, 6D, and 4G, any individual other than 
a judge or justice who performs judicial functions, including, but not 
limited to, a magistrate, court commissioner, referee, court-
appointed arbitrator, judge of the State Bar Court, temporary judge, 
or special master, who is engaged in the practice of law as 
authorized as of December 18, 2002, by the court or by the presiding 
judge of the court on which such individual serves, may continue 
such practice pending the Supreme Court’s review of permanent 
changes to these canons.  

 
  ADVISORY COMMITTEE COMMENTARY: 

The Supreme Court has announced that this interim canon is 
repealed effective June 1, 2005, at which time all subordinate 
judicial officers will be prohibited from practicing law.  See 
Government Code section 69917 and rule 6.665 of the California 
Rules of Court. 

 
4) Canon 6A of the California Code of Judicial Ethics is amended effective 
January 1, 2005, to read: 
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A.  Judges 
 

Anyone who is an officer of the state judicial system and who 
performs judicial functions, including, but not limited to, a 
subordinate judicial officer, magistrate, court commissioner, referee, 
court-appointed arbitrator, judge of the State Bar Court, temporary 
judge, or and special master, is a judge within the meaning of this 
Code.  All judges shall comply with this Code except as provided 
below. 

 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE COMMENTARY 
For the purposes of this Canon, if a retired judge is serving in the 
assigned judges program, the judge is considered to “perform 
judicial functions.”  Because retired judges who are privately 
retained may perform judicial functions, their conduct while 
performing those functions should be guided by this Code.  

 
5) The commentary to Canon 4G of the Code of Judicial Ethics is amended, 
effective January 1, 2005, to read: 

 
G.  Practice of Law 

 
A judge shall not practice law. 

 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE COMMENTARY: 

This prohibition refers to the practice of law in a representative 
capacity and not in a pro se capacity.  A judge may act for himself 
or herself in all legal matters, including matters involving litigation 
and matters involving appearances before or other dealings with 
legislative and other governmental bodies.  However, in so doing, a 
judge must not abuse  
the prestige of office to advance the interests of the judge or member 
of the judge’s family.  See Canon 2B. 
    This prohibition applies to subordinate judicial officers, 
magistrates, special masters, and judges of the State Bar Court. 

 
6) The definition of “subordinate judicial officer” in the Terminology 
section of the California Code of Judicial Ethics is adopted, effective 
January 1, 2005, to read: 
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Terminology 
 

“Subordinate judicial officer.” A subordinate judicial officer is, for 
the purposes of this Code, a person appointed pursuant to article VI, 
section 22 of the California Constitution, including, but not limited 
to, a commissioner, referee, and hearing officer.  See Canon 6A. 
 
 

7) The definition of “temporary judge” in the Terminology section of the 
California Code of Judicial Ethics is amended, effective January 1, 2005, to 
read: 

 
Terminology 

 
“Temporary Judge.”  A temporary judge is an active or inactive 
member of the bar who, pursuant to article VI, section 21 of the 
California Constitution, serves or expects to serve as a judge once, 
sporadically, or regularly on a part-time basis under a separate court 
appointment for each period of service or for each case heard.  See 
Canons 4C(3)(d)(i), 6A, and 6D. 

 
8) Canon 3E(5)(h) of the California Code of Judicial Ethics [see No. 9 
below] is adopted effective January 1, 2005, to read: 

 
(5) Disqualification of an appellate justice is also required in the 

following instances: 
 
   (a)–(g) * * * 
 

(h) The justice has a current arrangement concerning 
prospective employment or other compensated service 
as a dispute resolution neutral or is participating in, or, 
within the last two years has participated in, 
discussions regarding such prospective employment or 
service, and either of the following applies: 

 
(i) The arrangement is, or the discussion 

was, with a party to the proceeding; 
(ii) The matter before the justice includes 

issues relating to the enforcement of an 
agreement to submit a dispute to 
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alternative dispute resolution or the 
appointment or use of a dispute 
resolution neutral. 

 
For purposes of this paragraph, “party” includes the 
parent, subsidiary, or other legal affiliate of any entity 
that is a party and is involved in the transaction, 
contract, or facts that gave rise to the issues subject to 
the proceeding. 

 
For purposes of this canon, “dispute resolution 
neutral” means an arbitrator, a mediator, a temporary 
judge appointed under section 21 of article VI of the 
California Constitution, a referee appointed under 
Code of Civil Procedure section 638 or 639, a special 
master, a neutral evaluator, a settlement officer, or a 
settlement facilitator.  

 
9) Canon 3E is renumbered, effective January 1, 2005 

 
(34) Ownership of a corporate bond issued by a party to a 
proceeding and having a fair market value exceeding one thousand 
five hundred dollars is disqualifying.  Ownership of government 
bonds issued by a party to a proceeding is disqualifying only if the 
outcome of the proceeding could substantially affect the value of the 
judge’s bond.  Ownership in a mutual or common investment fund 
that holds bonds is not a disqualifying financial interest. 

 
      ADVISORY COMMITTEE COMMENTARY: 
     The distinction between corporate and government bonds is 
consistent with the Political Reform Act (see Gov. Code, § 82034), 
which requires disclosure of corporate bonds, but not government 
bonds.  Canon 3E(4) is intended to assist judges in complying with 
Code of Civil Procedure section 170.1(a)(3) and Canon 
3E(3)(iii)(d). 
 

 
(4) An appellate justice shall disqualify himself or herself in any 

proceeding if for any reason:  
(i)  (a) the justice believes his or her recusal would further the 

interest of justice; or 
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(ii) (b) the justice substantially doubts his or her capacity to be 
impartial; or 

(iii)(c) the circumstances are such that a reasonable person 
aware of the facts would doubt the justice’s ability to 
be impartial.   

 
(5) Disqualification of an appellate justice is also required in the 

following instances: 
 

(a) The appellate justice has appeared or otherwise served 
as a lawyer in the pending matter, or has appeared or 
served as a lawyer in any other matter involving any of 
the same parties if that other matter related to the same 
contested issues of fact and law as the present matter.  

 
(b) Within the last two years, (i) a party to the proceeding, 

or an officer, director or trustee thereof, either was a 
client of the justice when the justice was engaged in 
the private practice of law or was a client of a lawyer 
with whom the justice was associated in the private 
practice of law; or (ii) a lawyer in the proceeding was 
associated with the justice in the private practice of 
law.  

 
(c) The appellate justice represented a public officer or 

entity and personally advised or in any way 
represented such officer or entity concerning the 
factual or legal issues in the present proceeding in 
which the public officer or entity now appears.  

 
(d) The appellate justice, or his or her spouse, or a minor 

child residing in the household, has a financial interest 
or is a fiduciary who has a financial interest in the 
proceeding, or is a director, advisor, or other active 
participant in the affairs of a party. A financial interest 
is defined as ownership of more than a 1 percent legal 
or equitable interest in a party, or a legal or equitable 
interest in a party of a fair market value exceeding one 
thousand five hundred dollars. Ownership in a mutual 
or common investment fund that holds securities does 
not itself constitute a financial interest; holding office 
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in an educational, religious, charitable, fraternal or 
civic organization does not confer a financial interest 
in the organization’s securities; and a proprietary 
interest of a policyholder in a mutual insurance 
company or mutual savings association or similar 
interest is not a financial interest unless the outcome of 
the proceeding could substantially affect the value of 
the interest. A justice shall make reasonable efforts to 
keep informed about his or her personal and fiduciary 
interests and those of his or her spouse and of minor 
children living in the household.  

 
(e) The justice or his or her spouse, or a person within the 

third degree of relationship to either of them, or the 
spouse thereof, is a party or an officer, director or 
trustee of a party to the proceeding, or a lawyer or 
spouse of a lawyer in the proceeding is the spouse, 
former spouse, child, sibling, or parent of the justice or 
of the justice’s spouse, or such a person is associated 
in the private practice of law with a lawyer in the 
proceeding.  

 
(f) The justice (i) served as the judge before whom the 

proceeding was tried or heard in the lower court, (ii) 
has a personal knowledge of disputed evidentiary facts 
concerning the proceeding, or (iii) has a personal bias 
or prejudice concerning a party or a party’s lawyer.  
The justice’s spouse or a person within the third degree 
of relationship to the justice or his or her spouse, or the 
person’s spouse, was a witness in the proceeding.  

 
(g) A temporary or permanent physical impairment 

renders the judge unable properly to perceive the 
evidence or conduct the proceedings. 

 
//////////// 

 
 
 


